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9. As he was also working on a part time basis at the ICC during that period, the 

Applicant was compensated EUR1,666.67 per month by the ICC in accordance with 

para. 9 of the Conditions of service and compensation of the judges of the ICC 

(ICC-ASP/2/10). 

10. From 1 May 2016 onwards and upon request from the President of the ICC, 

the Applicant became a full-time judge at the ICC, and thus started to receive his 

full salary. 

11. The Applicant nevertheless remained a member of the Hadžić trial bench at 

the ICTY until 22 July 2016, date at which the trial phase officially concluded 

following the death of the accused. During that period, the Applicant continued to 

perform his tasks such as reviewing reports from the medical officers, reviewing 

the accused’s provisional release, processing parties’ submissions, participating in 

the daily life of the Tribunal and attending plenary sessions. The Applicant did not 

receive any compensation from the ICTY for the period between 1 May 2016 and 

22 July 2016. 

12. By memorandum of 18 July 2016 addressed to the Registrar, ICTY, the 

Applicant enquired about various matters regarding his administrative situation and 

requested compensation for the work he had been performing from 1 May through 
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c. Following the Respondent’s formalistic approach would leave the 

ICTY judges with no legal avenues to enforce their rights; In a similar 

situation involving an application by judges of the ICC, the International 

Labour Organisation Administrative Tribunal (“ILOAT”) asserted 

jurisdiction to avoid that the judges be left without any judicial recourse (see 

ILOAT Judgment No. 3359); 

On the merits 

d. The Applicant has not been compensated for the work he performed as 

a part-time judge at the ICTY for the period between 1 May 2017 and 

22 July 2017; and 

e. Even though his particular situation is not specifi
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c. The Applicant’s reliance on the ILOAT case is misplaced as that 

Tribunal held that it had jurisdiction to hear a case brought by judges of the 

ICC based on art. II (5) of its Statute, which give
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25. In the case at hand, the Applicant is a former ad litem judge of the ICTY. He 

was elected by the General Assembly pursuant to art. 13 ter of the ICTY Statute 

and shall be independent (see art. 12 of the ICTY Statute). His conditions of service 

shall be those of the judges of the ICJ and thus be fixed by the General Assembly 

(see art. 13 bis and 13 quater of the ICTY Statute and art. 32 of the Statue of the 

ICJ). Unlike staff members, the Applicant was not appointed by the 

Secretary-General and he is not subject to his authority. His conditions of service 

are not set by the regulations adopted by the Gener
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34. As the Applicant does not fall under any of the categories of potential 

applicants described in art. 3.1 of the Dispute Tribunal’s Statute, he has no legal 

standing before this Tribunal. 

35. It follows that the application is not receivable ratione personae. 

Conclusion 

36. In view of the foregoing, the Tribunal DECIDES: 

The application is rejected. 

(Signed) 

Judge Teresa Bravo 

Dated this 2nd day of October 2018 

Entered in the Register on this 2nd day of October 2018 

(Signed) 

René M. Vargas M., Registrar, Geneva 

 


